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the Governor-General and Governors were not precisely
defined in the Constitution Act, and held the view that even
in the exercise of their special powers and responsibilities,
it was desirable to consult their Ministers.

On the questions of financial safeguards, they com-
mented as follows :

" We think there should be real financial responsibility
placed on the Finance Ministers of the future. We cannot
but feel that the nervousness which has been displayed as
regards the capacity of Indians to manage their finances
and the general attitude of the Legislature is not justified.
. . . We do recognize that it might be necessary during
the period of transition to arm the Governor-General with
special power, enabling him to intervene, when, and only
when, the security of the British, or for that matter of the
Indian investor, is impaired or sought to be impaired by any
action of the Finance Minister."

Thirdly, it was argued that in matters of commercial
safeguards, undue stress was laid on the principle that
discrimination in legislation on purely racial grounds should
be avoided. They contended that for the future develop-
ment of Indian industries,

"it is absolutely necessary to leave in the hands of the
Central and Provincial Governments enough power to
initiate, subsidize and protect industries which can be
briefly described as key or infant industries, even if such
initiation, subsidy or protection should occasionally look
like discrimination/*

Lastly, they claimed that the defence of India

" should be to an increasing degree the concern of India,
and not of Great Britain alone. Consequently they urged
that every step should be taken to Indianize the Army within
the shortest possible period compatible with the safety of
the country and efficiency of the Army."

On the publication of the White Paper, Sir Tej Bahadur
Sapru issued a statement representing the views of " mod-
erate-minded " men in political India. He said :